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MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 7th May 1877 

S.O. 310(E).—^^The following Order made by the President is published foi 
general information ;—■ 

Order 

Whereas Shri Umed Singh, the returned candidate from 31-Meham constituency 
in the State of Haryana at the general election In 1972 to the Legislature 
Assembly cl Haryana has incurred disqualiflcation for a period of six years under 
section 8A oL the Pepi esentation of the People Act, 1851 (hereinafter referred tc 
as the said Act) as it stood immediately before the commencement of the Elec¬ 
tion Laws (Amendment) Act. 1975 (40 of 1975); 

And whereas the said period of disqualification has not expired, 

And whereas the said Shri Umed Singh has submitted a petition to the President 
under sub-section (2) of section 3A of the said Act for the removal of the disquali¬ 
fication for the uncxpired portion of the said period; 

And whereas the President has sought the opinion of the Election Commission 
on the said peflllon in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 8A of the said Act, 

And whereas the Election Commission has given its opinion (vide Annexure) 
that there are clicumstanccs in the present case which would justify the removal 

( 1885 ) 
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of the disqualification incurred by the petitioner for the unexplred portion of the 
period of six years; 

Wow, therefore, 1, Basappa Danappa Jatti, Vice-President acting as President 
of India, in exercise of the powers conflerred on me under sub-section (3) of 
seclion 8A of the said Act do hereby decide in accordance with the opinion of the 
Election Commission that the dlsqualliicatlon for a period of rix years incurred 
by Shrl Umed Singh be removed for the unexpired portion of the said period. 

Rashtrapati Bhavan; B. D. JATTI, 

New Delhi, the 7th May, 1977, Vice-President acting aa President. 


Annexohe 

ELECTION COMMIISSION OF INDIA 
OPINION 

BEFORE THE CHIEF ELECTION COMMISSIONER OP INDIA 

In Rk. Reference from the President under section 8A(3) read vnth section 8A{2) 
0 / the Representation of the People Act, 1961 regarthng the case of SM 
Vmed Singh. 

This fs a reference to the Commission from the President of India under 
section 8A(3 j) read with section 8At2) of the (Representation of the People Act, 1051 
(hereinafter referred to as the ACT) The election of ,Shri Umed Smgh (hereln.ifter 
referred to as the 'returned candidate') to the Legislative Assembly of Haryana 
In 1972 had been set aside on the ground of the commission of a corrupt practice 
under section 123t.6) of tlie Act. The decision of the Supreme Court In appeal 
was given on 28 August, 1974 and therefore the returned candidate stands 
dlsquahfled under section 8A of the Act, aa it stood before the commencement of 
the Election Laws (Amendment) Act, 1975, for a period of six years from that date. 
The opinion of the Commission is now sought as to Whether the disqualification 
of the returned candidate for the unexpired portion of the period of his disqualifica¬ 
tion may be removed or not 

2. The facts of the case in brief are as follows.— 

(1) The returned candidate stood as an Independent candidate frcxn 31-Meham 

Assembly constituency at the general election to the Legislative 
Assembly of Haryana held In 1972 He was opposed by three other 
candidates. His election was challenged before the High Court of 
Punjab and Haryana on several grounds. The High Court framed 
20 Issues for the trial of the petition. Out of these 18 related to the 
commission of corrupt practices. In its order dated 1 May 1973, the 
High Court found the returned candidate mdty of the commission 
of (i) the corrupt practice under section 123(1) (A) (a) of the Act of 
bribery, and (il) the corrupt practice under section 123(B) of the Act 
of hiring and procuring of vehicles for the free conveyance of voters 
to and from a polling station on the date of poll. In regard to the 
corrupt practice of hiring and procuring of the vehicles, the election 
petitioner had alleged that the returned candidate had us^ 12 vehicles 
for the free conveyance of voters In different places. The High (^urt 
however, held that the use of only 2 jeeps and 2 trucks for the free con¬ 
veyance of voters had been proved. 

(2) On appeal m Its order dated 28 January, 1974 the Supreme Court reversed 

the findings of the High Court in regard to the commission of the 
corrupt practice of bribery. 

As regards the findings relating to the commission of the corrupt practice 
of hiring and procuring of vehicles for the free conveyance of voteri, 
the Supreme Court confirmed the finding of the High Court In regard 
to the use of only one truck viz. HRR 7101 for the free conveyance 
of voters to and from the polling station at Sama Village. The findings 
of the High Court against the returned candidate In regard to th« 
other truck and the two Jeeps were reversed, 

3. On 16 April 1977, the returned candidate and his counsel Sbrlmati Sushma 
Swaraj, Advocate appeared at a personal hearing. The counsel urged that the 




MPT 3(M) 


HPTT w arttTtmTn 


Mi 


' dlsqualiflcatlon incurred by the returned candidate for the unexplred portion be 
removed in the light of the following submission — 

(1) The petitioner is a young man of 31 years. When he contested the 
election m 1972, he was only about 26 years old and was fresh from 
college. 

(il) Out of the 18 Issues frqmed at the trial of the election petition, the High 
Court had found the returned candidate guiity in respect of only 2 
Issues. On appeal, the issue relating to the coprupt practice under 
section 123(1) (A)(a) (Bribery) was decided by the ^preme Court 
in favour of the returned candidate. With regard to the corrupt 
practice under section 123(5), the Supreme Court had confirmed the 
High Court with respect to only one truck viz. 
HRR 7101. It struck down the findings of the High Court against 
the returned candidate In respect of the other three vehicles. The 
Paiier Book of the case before the Supreme Court shows that truck 
No. HRR 7101 had been used for conveying voters to and from vill.ige 
Bedwa to the polling station at Sama According to the evidence 
produced before the Court on behalf of the election petitioner there 
were about 350 voters in that village and there was greater support 
for the returned candidate than for the election petitioner. Voters of 
all classes and castes of that village including Jats. Harljans and 
members of the backward classes were supporting the returned candi¬ 
date, Some of the voters are stated to have gone to the PoUii^ Station 
on tractors etc not supplied by the returned candidate. Thus, the 
use of the said vehicle by the returned candidate for conveying voters 
of that village to and from the polling station did not amount to 
wrongful inducement to the voters for the purpose of the furtherance 
of the prospects of his election; nor did such conveyance in fact affaet 
the result of the election In favour of the returned candidate 

(ill) In the recent reference case of Shri Balwan Singh, an ex-member of the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly, who was found guilty of the 
commission of a corrupt practice under section 123(6), the Election 
Commission had recommended the Imposition of disquallflcation only 
for a period of 5 years from the date of the order of the President 
fuide Annexurc to SO. 703i,5) dated 4th November, 1976] Shri Balwan 
Singh had been found guilty by the Court of using illegally three 
vehicles for conveyance of voters to and from polling stations In 
different parts of the constituency In the present case, the returned 
candidate was found guilty of using only one vehicle in a particular 
village In the case of Balwan Singh it had also been proved that it 
was his second offence inasmuch as he had been already found guilty 
of a similar corrupt practice at an earlier election. In the present 
case. It was the first offence of the returned candidate. Thus, the 
returned candidate in this case merited the imposition of a lesser 
punishment 

(Iv) Prior to the amendment of section 8A of the Act, the incurring of a 
disqualification for a period of six years for the commission of a 
corrupt practice was automatic and the Commission was thep em¬ 
powered to remove or reduce the period of dlsqusUflcation. After the 
amendment, ,a discretion has been given to the President on the ad¬ 
vice of the Commission, to Impose a disquallflcation for any period 
not exceeding six years from the date of the final order of the" Court 
finding the person guilty of the ijoininission of a corrupt practice. In 
respect of a disqualification Incurved prior to the amendment of 
section 8A, however, the discretion vested in the President under 
section 8A(2) is only for the removal of the disqualification for the 
expired portion of the original disqualification for six years The 
present reference is a fit case for tho exercise discretion in 

favour of the returned candidate for the removal of the disqualifica¬ 
tion for the unexpired portion of the six year period 
(v) The returned candidate had been prevented from contesting the recent 
general election to the House of the People Thus, the ratiimale^ that 
a person found gmltv of a corrupt practice at an election should not 
be allowed to participate in at least one general election is s^atisfled 
in the present case and the returned candidate should not suffer any 
further disqualification 

4 1 have carefully considered the above submissions ft would be not proper 
for me to review the findings of the Supreme Court on fact or on law aa the Election 
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Commission cannot assume to Itself an appellate jurisdiction vis a vis the highest 
Judicial tribunal of the land. However I am of the view that there are some sub¬ 
stantial mitigating circumstances In the present case Out of the numerous chaises 
of the commission of various corrupt practices, the returned candidate was ulti¬ 
mately found guilty of the commission of only one corrupt practice under section 
123(6) of the Act and that in respect of only one vehicle used at one polling sta¬ 
tion for conveying electors of a single village It Is indeed the rule that the proof 
of the commission of even one instance of one corrupt practice by a candidate or 
his election agent should Invite censure. This Is as it should be But there has 
to be a measure of correspondence between the gravity of the misdemeanour and 
the punishment imposed Had there been a discretion vested In the authority 
ordering the extent of dlsquallflcatlon at the time at which this case was finally 
decided (i.e. before the recent amendment of section 8A), the present case In 
view of the youth and Inexperience of the returned candidate and the proved use 
of only one vehicle in one location would In all probability, have attracted a sub- 
fitantlally smaller period of disqualification than the maximum six years (which 
was the unvarlable mandatory disqualification under the unamended section 8A) 

6. Having regard to the circumstances, I am of the view that the ends of justice 
would be served in the present case if the disqualification for the period of six 
years which the returned candidate suffers from 28th January, 1974 is terminated 
by the President with effect from the date of his order on the present case under 
section 8A of the Act. 

Accordingly, I tender opinion under section 8A(3) read with section 8A(2) of 
the Act that the disqualification of the returned candidate be removed in respect 
of the unexpired portion of the original disqualification for six years Incurred by 
him under section 8A of the Act as it stood before it was amended by the Election 
Laws (Amendment) Act, 1975 (Act 40 of 1975) 

New Delhi; (Sd.) T. Swaminathan. 

23 April, 1977. Chief Election Commission of India 

[NQ:. F.7( 12)/77-Leg III 
K K. SUNDARAM, Secy, 

7 1977 

VIO Wfo 3l9(w).—SRI fw W RlkT ifft 

' iSTIHtprO JppTfw Iw RTRT ? .— 

wIei 

1972 ^ RTRRR fffqfqR ^ ftWHI ^ 31*-^[^ 
fr ^fGTRIT PraiR RRT % SrtRI«ff, Rk STfRfRftTRT qftjfWT, 1951 

'TTRIH Tifl RRI ^), Tt’sTRr ^ ^ 

PrfN iqfafRRR, 1975 ( 1975 =PT 40) % RTRR % sk 95^ El? RR 

^ nqftr ^ ^ Rt? q, 

*lk PRtfn ^ ^ wqftr RRFd t- 

^ (rfqfRTTR qYt RRJ vY RWRC (2) 

fktRTRft RRir ^ PRR ^ fTR'flT R 

tJTR ^ fHTT JTRJcr >f5Y «iY, 

irftrf^RfYEnrr sRiRiY^TTmTr ( 3 ) %qijiRR'^rsff 
<R PmtRR mqYn- RfY TTR RfifY cfY. 
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mjftrr ^ strqpfr (^TT^tr ^fetr) ^ f^jrrmr tttf^ T 

^ >TfTft«rfiFn t T 5r5ff^ sttt ^wt Ptoftt ^ ^ TTFr ^ 

?mr' ^srPTT'TTnrftf^F 5 >jtt, 

?Rr-, t, HTTTT % TFJFfF % ^ 1- ^TptsfTd-, 3^11 

^ ?rftrpFFT ^ ETITT 85p ^ -TTOITT ( 3) % ^Ttltfr 5r^ ?TpF?Pft 'PT TpftTT ^ 

?mT><T ^ Tjir ^ ?n^TTR W^rpr^^r ^ fv Pt? airr ^3 wt m 

^ TT^tr % P=rn; Pr^t^ ^ ^ % f^tr Ppr^ jpt ^ Pftt ^ i 

TT^MftfVFR', 4^0 3fto ^TtP, 

7TTf, 19 77 TJT^Pt % T 


'HTff Vf wnitn 

Tta 

'ttw «if tiTtr OTiTg ^ 

F^TT wt fTT 5 <!i iry w'tTV JTpTpTrsif^ «Tr«Tfprim 19 61 ^ 
«T(Tt 8^(2) V TTR Tftg «TTTT 8 <P( 3) <!ir«»fT Tnsjqfff {fT^ 
m»TTTT I 

IT? TTFFTT '^flFTT % Ft^'lfd ^ FK TTfirpTfeRsT TTftTfWT, 19 51 

’tTfsrPm 'Ftt I) am 8^{ 2 ) ^ ttft afer am 8 'p( 3 ) % ^rFftri 

^ pT^ftHd fw ^ I TFT 1972 T gRifFU' ^ifr felH Tr»TT % P^tr (p3F| 

IF'f m% w t) ’pt PWm ^rfaPFriT ^ am 123(5)% 

wz ?TFi-c«i % aTTtT % 5 rraTT ft grtfriTr sr f^rr aar «it i ?rfPT 1? 

KlFTT^a ^ iSmTT fTfFTFTT 28 ^TW, 1 974 %t TfTWT 5 tV?: Pp^Pf^fT TTFT«ff, ^TfapTiR %F 

am 8 T % wfPT, ^Tp f% a? PrVfaa f¥a (Tmtsnr) TTfaPriFT, 1975 % sma % 
5 ;% «P fttPst P ^ aP 4p aaFa % fpTtT PRff a ?> ntr ? \ m araFr P a fTFT fttP 
I f% a'-nraT %f ffrr|aT fP ?TFfa % Fif 'Ttf % Pfi; Pn^ai fP ?jftt ^ Tmar 
tar aft 1 

2 . FFTF % cFF F5pr ?F TFPTT T P P ■— 

( 1 ) PrFPfF a'FTF? 1972 F %> fFFTF THTT % t%tT i^mp pa r d aTOTTFr 

PftPft F 3 1-Fsf fFara twt Prataa m F PplFPr ^ F 

<91! I ^TTT *TT I FF% PtfHf fF FTTR 5pT ^fFTFTT '■4F1H4 ? fFfpTfT 

arard ft ^PFY i\ nl 1 ?f r 1 8 ttfPf w ^F amr F 1 
tfFTFFT F 1 Ff , 1 973 %t f^TT FTT, ?ptF aiFlT F pFrffFlT a'FFff 

fF TTfaPFFTiF am i 23 ( 1) (t) (ft) % asfPr friaa % wz arar'a 
% Pp^ aPr afaPFiF FFam 123(5) % a^fPr P Fif^FF fF aaaFT fF 
dipy F arma Ft? % Pfj FFt f^t F 'jff fftt)' % ga F ft^ 
lFmaFT^FFpTFFTF^'’^%’pnaaTFTa%faTTFPft ftft 1 ft^Ppttf 
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"TT ^ w wwur «iflr ?rsi7m ’ft srProk *tt ft?' 

fpppff ^ ftftnr 'R^^nTRt trftr? 12 jnffff ’ft 

skk fwT qr I rPTrfr ^ ^ vftiwRui ft? 

2 3fkf !flT 2 5 Tt <FT ^ wd % w if ^rkk ^ Hrftwg^iTtn' 1 

( 2 ) irfftr^wiprrw %28 i976^ffftvr5Rr frwrr^r 
*Tr^T'Twmir rJiprr^%^'TH t^^ 

Pctt I 

^ ft? w7 *Pt 0 % ftnr Tr^ ftRiiT <TT ik % ftn? 

?ITT???r ^ ^t-sf*-!! ^^RTcIW ^rniNPr ^ ??TFIPfnT ^ FH" P)w(i4 
»ift jftj ’fft ft? iT^ 5T, ?r itT 5T 5to Tf^-wR-mr-? 1 01 , w ynqk 
ir^F ^ FIT if ^ it T^RTciT^ % ^ inmEf 

% ^ T fw >nrr«rTi 3t?t^ft?^f5f?«fft:2 aflrf "ft Pnrfftpr 
w m ^ ff gRT ?pfk ^FRf »I»V WfTF'IHF TT FT, ^ 

g^fFFTT -FTFIMF F Pfft?R Fff ft?FT I 

3. 16 ?r^, 1977 Fft ftFfftPT 5rTF«ff ?fft ^3?T% ^fkeff TFFT mr>r, 

Frftf*l*Wi ^ '34^ I •hi'3'’ti'i ^ F 5 f+Hi ft? PiHftiftici fR?f ^? WTTTR 

<R IRT 3MFF ftr^FT 'ft' #T ?rFfe F?t fST ftFT 3nFT :— 

(i) ^TlfftR 31 F'f «FT ^ I 1972 ifFF ^ ft*rfFFf ? TTTF ftlFT 

FT ^?nft smj 26F>tI 

(ii) ft' Fi' F'< = l' iffft % ftF - RU T ^ irq? ^glT% yPTTT( Ft; 18 FTlftf if 

^ IFRI' T ^ ^ 2 wrftrf % ?rr^ if ^ TIFT I ^rfftT^FTTT 123 

( l) (F?) (t?) % FHfk fT^FF % 'Er?T WTFl.Fl % ftn^ ftft fft %■ FRFJ 
ir JFTFRTF ^ FTFl Pm pTFfftiF IRFFf I? TST if ftFT ^ I 5T?T 
?PFSrm 123 ( 5 ) % «kk 'HISS FIHTwI ft emr iraFTT fFlFT^IF F 
FWSTlFT^%ft'FIFlir^%FH?FfWTFff5te’ft 
JTI-To I^-«TR-!TR-7101, FT STFk ft?FT TFT FT I F?F 3 FTfFf ^? 
STFtF ^ FTFF F^F?FIFRTF STTT fo^F'^pT'^Ff sft '3’®FFTT 'FIFTSTF ^ 
!FRF^ ftlFT^ I »FlFm %FFW FTF^^ft Ft ^felFF T#F|ft 

FF^F^SPFS'FtFTt ftr^ipFo i^-WT-FR- 7101 FT FFtF FFFRmff 
jft tFFT FiF ir Fk Fft % Ptti FTFT FFFTF ^ >R ?fk F?T ^ ^ 
iTFlft^ftnrftiFT FFT FT I pTF^FF F^ftFR'ft »fk it FF FpT % FFFF 
350 F?TTraWt ft FF% FF FT FF'4 f F?ft % pTO, pFFT FFT FT 
Fk ^Fft ftT PrftftrF FTFft ^ pTFfFF F^fftR it FfflF? FFFT if 

Fift ft?q 4 I PifTPif F^kT i? ?Mf if Fft ffT «fk FiPiFf 
i? ftF, ftiFir FT3, ^WT Fk ftraft FTPlFt % ftF ft FpftftT 4, 
3 fPfF fli 4 I FFFTdlft if FFTFT FT ft? % fFJi; FTft it FFFTF 
^ JTT^ 4 ft PrftftFT KPfFft % FFMStr Fft F?TIT; 4 I FF. pTFfpTF 
FWrft aiTT FFFfF ftTirftTFftTFftirFFFtFi? FFFFTlFt ft FFTft 
% FFF FT^t FT FFk pTF?FF if FFft F«TfFFT i? ftWTJF i? 
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snftiR- % TT?wi?Twf ^ ^TPrr^ ^Y?: qr ^^rr-rr ^iftt srr ^>.-?r 
iYt 5t Jr f^T qqr?: ^ mrt( gqw qr?j^ ^ wiRT«ff % 
qw Jr fJrirfqpr ^ qf^m qr qYf am gY qr qrwr ^ 1 

(iii) ? 5 M^Jr«fVqmTqfq?, ^j^q^fVmq*TT%'g;er^?Tq^, %iTqrfq?fer 

Jr, far^ «ft q^rm % ^ fqqfqq mk Y mr 123(5) % 
iTtfYr vrqT'q qq qWV qwr *rr, iqqfqq ^TrqYq Y q^ ftrwfqqr qfr *ft 
% ^ qr fqrjfqr vr ffiKiq'q %q?r Ti'-^qfq % ^rr^ qfV qr^Y? ^r qtq 
q<f qY *rqfij % f^riT f 5 prr ant? [If^ qrir 703(5), qrO<a 4—11—76 
qq ^rqqj] 1 qmrq qY m qq tWI' qrqr qr 

1 % f^fqq qiqf % TIYt q|T ^ qqqPT ^qjff qq, 

qqrY % <ffq qr^qt qq vq ^ qjjYq fVqi «rr 1 i^romr qrq?r 
Jr fqqirq'd wmf? qrt t^q: sr^r qYq Jr %qqr qqr qr^q qq qqrq qirY qq 
qWV qqrr qqr ^ 1 qqrqrq’ fsr^ % hihm ^ ^ qrird jft qqr qr % qiij 

qqqq prr ittot qr qqY qi^^ «fVg;^q 7 : 1 qq?qq’Jf?>ftjrqqq:% 
qrrqqqr % ?Wt qq^ qi^ ^ 1 fq^HM qiqJr ^ fqqffw 'qqq«ff qq 
q^ q^qq rfV qqqnr | 1 w., rq mqJr Jf fqq ffdd qmff qr 
qnftq ^rfa'^Yfqq q?r aq^ qT%q i 

(iv) wftr^rqq qfV srirr sqr % qqflwq- ^ w qrrqqTq % %cj ^ 

qY fqqfrTT i^q? fqfirqq qfYqrq «f> qVT amm fqrf^di qY qr g^rqY 
^rqftr qY qqr qn:Jr % qqrqw q qr 1 qqfrwq % qqqr;^ Trc^qfq qY 
fq^q'iftrqqT ferr qqr f% q^ ?nqtq qY qati^ qx, fqrqrqq %■ qrf Jd ^ 
*ritqr qft qr^Ysr '<^1^ iirr fqqf)' sqfqq qff srajqrqrq qq qWl' 

qrqr qqr ?Y, ^ qq Jr qqftrq^ qY qqftr % 1 ^ fJn%T qr^ qqr# ^ 1 
qqrfr, mr sqr % qqftw % g;q tY fqT%T ^ qm Jf, am 8 qr( 2) 
trrffq <i'!?qfd Y fq%r fqqqqfW?: %qqr ^ q# qY Pd<t^dT qY ijq- 
warfY % qq qrq %■ far^ fqqf^ qY ^qiY qr^ qqr qpfYd ^ 1 fqtiqiq 
fqfq irq? ^qr qfqq qnmr $■ fa^Jf qqq fYYqqftrqqr qq qqYr fqqffqq 
irmf? % q?rT Y fqqrr aq qqqrr ^ qYc qY qY fYq%TT qY qqfir ^ 
qfq qrq % fJrq fd<r^di qY arr qqqq $ 1 

(V) fYqffqq qnqYf qY ^rqr ^ Y aftqi qqr % qrar'ajf fYqfqq Y qrq %Y Y 

fqqrfqq fw qqr qr 1 qq'- w m qq Yr ^qrarq ?Y arrqr | f% 'srsi 
qrrqrar ^ faro, q>Y qn^ qrj aqf^ qY qqr Y qqr qqr mnw fY qfqq Y 
qiq YY qY qrq?rr q^ anYV qrf^ 1 iqq; fqqffer qrqYf qY ^ Yk 
wtY fd <r^a 1 Y qaq ?YY qq qiYf q^ ^>11 qrf^ i 

4. YY ssqT qqY qq qafhiT^ fYqrr fqqrr ^ 1 YY firo q^ qfYq qn^ 
?>TT fY Y q«Yf qr m MY qr ^-wqcrq qrrqrarq % Mqqff qq jq^fw^r qrqJ qqfM fYqf^ 
wrqYq Yur Yr ^^^dH fqrfqqi iqftrqrrqr qq aq ?q q^ Y qqqrr YY?: inY m Y?rffaY 
<rfaqqfw qY qrfqq aTTarq^qrr: arrar 1 qqrfq, Yrr q? qq f fYwq 
mY Y ^YV qrftqqr qfrfwfYqr $ fknir Yfq qq qfYmr ^jqqr q^ r;? andr i Mrffqq 
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?rrini!ff % ^ ^ sr? %*r^ urwr^iTR mrr 

123(5) % !njtR rr^ Ris ¥re ^rr^ar spi ^'rifl- trt ttt t vfV %^sr rtttt 
qr fr ^ ipift q?t' iRr<t % fir^r sR-rr ^frr^ % f^rr 1 ^rSt 

rnfr R 27 R % Ptct rV ^T’RRff JTT ?ir«Rlq:? qft f^iR 

snRT t I ^ fRRR t I 'eREwmir JTTsfDjrr ?Tk WFtftrT ^ qqr 

jjqnT qr ?tRT ^rrf^. 1 tIt qfi' % f^RTK ^ 

Slfttqr^t spt, OT RRR ^ RRR fR RTR% qr> ?rf?RR- ^ IrPr^RT j%TT JRT m 
(rri sq^ % fra- ^ %Ri 7 ftRR % ^), i^qnftrqnT srrra fira ffr Rf Fr^PF^t r^t^F 

Jfl ^jTPT^RT rTt STJ^JR^dl qR fRTTsSR RIR qrr ERFT -^fl f f Fp %qra rr=P qTfT «PT ?! 

ft RTiR TT hrFr fw RRT «rr, ^ ffiFtf^r^ rr^-r, ®f Rfp ^ RFRqTRR rrFst 
% piRR IT qra RRfti % F^ ^ fRilfRT ^R RIRR ^ (rF^ RRRtfRR RRI 8^ % 
RRFR ®f SR- qFF RRFet qrpl^ffF FHxffRf qFF RTR !rFr RT) I 

5. RTR% qFt iM^frRT ERTR R |»t, JrF Rf TR | Fr rFr ?>T % Frit 

FRTffRT RFF RRfijRFt, fRR^FRRfFRR RViRfF 28 R-RPt; 1974 ^ RRT ti TT^tFr 

rFrFrrr^ eirt 8T % rrFr 5 R %rrtr rtr^- Jr rr^ rtrw Frp RiJr q?r fR-iFisr r, 

FrrF^ "pF 5Fr rrFr % Frit fRi F^ rtrt ^ at ^ri rrrt rirFF^ ftRr i 

d<i^ RT' < rFrF^ yFRRT 8 qr( 2 )^Rr«rq-F 3 REm:r 8 r( 3 )^r^r RRq-RFRf tr 

sTiE^R sfTRR ^ F% FRRffRR rwtrF yFF F^Ff rt rtF rr rrFr Ef r 4 % Frc> FriIrt ^ »^ra 
krtFst ir ^F% Rf FrrFF^ F¥R(RinFErR) rFrFrrr, 1975 (1975 R-r RFfiFRiTR ro 
40) % ^ iRR Fr^rtr rFrFrrr # Errrr 8 ^^ % RsfFR rrw «fF, fjr fwr Rrof 1 

Hi Frc^; (fo) prrFFrirR; 

23 srfra, 197 7 R 5 T Fr^T'Nr RfURTfr I 


[ro f^o 7 (i2)/7 7-Fro IIJ 
%o %o gsRlR, Rf%R 1 


mx UTRIRi, RTTR RTRR i^ITRR, Fr^ rf«, Rg' F^f^FF ffRT 
RRT FrRRR 5, xrRTRTR FrRTR, FrwFF iJTR WlFw 1977 
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